N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

=1-0.

‘ }
06—04—020 02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

0.8

o
3

©
)

o
5]

©
IS

0.3

0.2

0.1

Favs)

--oe- E  EEET T EER T R R
E ! .

Feenns E S A F O I A
L] .

™ H

e

nns [ B e
I NS FETE FETE ST PR PR TR P

n
N

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

=
N

[y

o
©

o
o

o©
IS

[l

0.95!

1

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

1.UD!

0.95

T T TTIT

U L] Il
—1—08—06—04—020 02040608 1

MVAL output

fRvs)

:_..5 .......................... . S
T t ""‘—'“

1.2

0.8

07 0% 08 T 12

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 0'8 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

I
IS

0.2

L
1pe ;

927 08—06-04—020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

[N ERTEE SERTE RN TS RSN CR TS R

0.8

0.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
0.6
-0.8

AR Raaa L o L Raaaananay Ly
0.2030405060.70809 1

04 06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


